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» LORD COCHRANE. 


Materesting nature of the proceed- 


ings it ae House of Commons respecting 


ant nobleman, has induced me to 
whole of this week’s REGISTER 


tm - 5 . 
Pease, in so far as I could publish it 


tty; for it will be seen, from what 
fin the House, that it was plainly 
ted an x-ofcio would be preferred against 
Or ewho shoul! venture to give the 
whole of his Lordship’s defence. 
‘no relish for any thing of this sort, 
ve 6 €ontented myself with publishing 
sparts of Lord Cochrane’s Statement 
ave aircady appeared in the daily 
fers; and, as I formerly said, I 
Phelieve that any man, after pe- 
at Statement, curtailed as it has 


INNOCENT, except, indced, 
len supposed, a personal enmity be 
fed against him. tf neverexpected 


oa else than expulsion from the 


of Commons; but I scarcely anti- 
Miso great a sainority in favour of his 
ip as what voted agaifistthe measure. 


"Whole complexion of the debate is tan- 


Mt, in fact, to a declaration of his 
ip’s innecence, which was not even 
fed to be questioned by the most 
advocates for his expulsion. 

Then does the case stand? My Lorp 
A’ NE 1s InNocENT. Ought he, then, 
fs the punishment of got 2 What 
ity of the country, particularly of 
ors of Westminster, in circum- 

$80 critical, so deeply involving the 
*y of the SuBJECT, ‘and so intimate- 
ieted with the destributiza’ of 
?—It would be saying nothing to 
that Lord Cochrane ought not 
lished. Justice demands that the 
hould petition against the sen- 
astice, in a peculiar manner, calls 
lectors of Westminster to exert 

es, and that without a moment’s 
yavert the meditated degradation 
yordship. Not to supplicate for 
if he were guilty; but to” peti- 


tion the throne for JusTicE ; to urge the 
liberation of his Lordship upon the sole 


; and clear ground of his InNoceNcE.—But 


the Electors of Westminster ought: not to, 
stop here. They are bound, in justice to: 
Lord Cochrane, to return him to. Parlia- 
ment as their Representative. I say, 
in justice to his Lordship; for it was 
distinctly stated in the: House of Com- 
mons, that the vote of expulsion was not 
meant as a measure of censure, but merely 
intended to give his constituents an oppor- 
tunity, by his re- election, of declaring their 
sentiments as to his innocence. If, there-° 
fore, the Electors of Westminster ‘do not 
again elect Lord Cochrane, this will be 
equivalent to a declaration that they con- 
sider him guiity, than which nothing would 
be more unjust. If, however, they do re- 
elect him, they will shew to Parliament, 
and to the world, that they are entitled to 
the character, which they, have always 
been ambitious of maintaining—TnEe Pro 
trectors oF InjureD Innocence. The- 
example of Sir Francis Burdett, will, I 
trust, have its due effect on this occasion. - 
He felt no hesitation in manfully declaring, 
in the House of Commons, his entire con- 
vietion of the immovence of ‘his Colleague. 
If the Electors of Westminster really - 
esteem the worthy Baronet, and are dis- 
posed to respect his opinions, they never. 
had a more favourable opportanity than » 
the present to shew this.—It will do eredit » 
to their judgment, to imitate the conduct 
of Sir Francis; while the @lection of 
another representative, in the place of 
Lord Cochrane, will not only gratify the. 
malice of his enemies, but give them @ 
certain triumph over the Electors of West- 
minster, who are the real partis they 
wish to degrade by the punishment of his 
I ordship. 

Since writing the above (which was sent 
to press on Th ), [have learnt that 
a Mecting of the Electors of Westminster, 
will: take place on Friday evening, in the 
Crown and Anchor Tavern, for the pur-— 
pose of putting a person in nomination to 
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minster in Parliament—-This Meeting 
has been called by the friends of my Lord 
Cochrane, amongst whom have been named 
Sir Francis Burdett, Major Cartwright, 
Mr. Brougham, and the greater part of the 
other respectabie and independent Electors 
of Westminster, Supported by such a pha- 
lanx, [ think there can be little doubt of 
Lord Cochrane's re-election. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, Juty 5. 


The order of the day was read for taking 
into consideration a charge affecting Lord 
Cochrane and Mr. Cochrane Johnstone.— 
The SPEAKER enquired whether Lord 
Cochrane-was in attendance, and was an- 
swered in the affirmative.—It was then 
ordered that he should be called in. 

Lord CocuraNE then came into the 


house, and took his accustomed place. 


Two of the messengers were then exa- 
mined as to the service of the order to at- 
tend that House on Mr. Cochrane John- 
stone. They both said that they had called 
at his house in Allsop’s-buildings, but 
were informed that he had left it shortly 
before the trial, and that nobody knew 
where he was gone to. It did not appear 
that they had left the order at the house.— 
Some members of the House declared that 
the house at which the messengers had 
called, No. 13, Alsop’s-buildings, had been 
the late residence of Mr. Cochrane John- 
stone. 

The SPEAKER thought it would be the 
better course to proceed at present with 
the charge against the noble lord who at- 
tended in his place. 

Mr. BroapDHEAD then rose, and maved, 
that the copy of the conviction should be 
entered as read. This having been done 
accordingly, be was proceeding, when— 

The SPEAKER said, that as the record of 
the conviction was itself the charge against 
the noble lord, he thought that the most re- 
gular course was, that the noble lord should 
now be called upon to say what he thought 
proper in answer to that charge, and that 
when he had so done, he should withdraw. 

Mr. Bankes thought. that the record 
was the charge against two members of that 
House, and that as one had not thought pro- 
_ veh wer se at should now pro-. 

consider the cha again 
: rge as against both 
Qa the 


su ion of the Speaker, the 
suoshalehd tovadnaes against Lord 
brane, and he was calied upon for his 















Lord CocuranE then rose, and read the 
following statement. — 

Mr. Speaker.—The circumstance unde 
which I appear before you, andthe Hous 
this day, entitle me, to, at least, a patient 


hearing. ‘The unfortunate man, who, in” 


the time of Cardinal Richelieu, was con. 
demned to be racked and burnt, on the 
charge of practising magic, when protest. 


ing his innocence and exposing the villainy 


of his accusers, while the fire was preparing 
before his eyes, was, to prevent his being 


heard by the people, struck upon the moutl | 


with a crucifix, borne in the hand of , 
monk, This horrible judicial murde: 
shocked all France and all Europe; but o 
all the circumstances attending it, the fa. 
bricatian of evidence, the flagrant partic. 
lity of the judges, the cruelty of the sen. 


tence, the notorious falsehood of the.charge, 
nothing produced so deep a sense of indic. _ 


dation as the act of this execrable monk, 
who, not content with the torture and the 
death of the victim —not content with the 
destruction of his body, was -resolved t 
pursue him even beyond the grave. ‘There- 


A 









fore, Sir, though what I haye now seen of _ ~ “tiutes 


eR EK RR RR RH CoD 


vinces me that cowardly malignity is no! 
the exclusive possession of manks, [ trust 


that on this day no means will be resorted — 


to to stifle my voice, or to prevent the pub- 
lic at large from hearing all that I have to 
say in my defence. 

I am not here, Sir, to bespeak compas. 
sion, or to pave the way to pardon. — Both 
ideas are alike repugnant to my feelings.— 
That the public in general have felt indig 
nation at the sentence that has been passel 
upon me, does honour to their hearts, ant 
tends still to make my country dear to me, 
in spite of what I have suffered from the 
malignity of persons in power. But, Sis, 
[ am not here to complain of the hardship 


of my case, or about the cruelty of judges, _ a 


who for an act which was never till nov 
cither known or -jhought to be a leg: 


offence, have laid upon me a sentence mort ig 
heavy than they have ever yet laid upot % 


persons clearly convicted of the mest hor 


rid of crimes,—crimes of which nature ber 


self cries aloud against the commission, Ii 
therefore, it was my object to complain 0 




























the cruelty of my judges, I should bid th: | 


public look into the calendar, and sec i 
they could find a punishment like that in” 
flicted on me, inflicted by these same judge 
on any one of those unnatural wretches — 
It is not, however, my business to com 
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om 
a s 
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a e 
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ad the ‘in of the cruelty of this sentence. The 
, Sir, will easily perceive, and every 
under rable man will, { am sure, participate 
House iy feelings, that the finc, the imprison- 
atrent the pillory,—even that pillory to 
10, 4 h [ am condemned,—are nothing, that 
On. ae Pcict not as a feather when put in 
n the oa te balance against my desire to shew that 
atest: * | have been unjustly condemned. 
ilainy 9 * “Th the first place, Sir, I here, in the pre- 
Arn: mee of this House, and with the eyes of 
being $ country fixed upon me, most solemnly 
nowt that I am wholly innocent of the 
of 4 & which has been laid to my charge, 
urde! which I have been condemned to 
mut o st infamous. of punishments. Having 
a¢ ta Fepeated this assertion of my innocence, | 
artis; eR procecd to complain of the means that 
Sen iave T made use of to eflect my des- 
arge,  Ettietion. And first, Sir, was it ever before 
indir. nov in this, or m any other country, 
nonk, Phat the prosecutor should form a sort of 
d the  So0urt of his own crection, call witnesses be- 
A. the ie i of his own choosiny,and under offers 
ed t t rewards, takes minutes of the evi- 
here- p of such witnesses, publish those mi- 
en ol $ to the world utider the forms and ap- 
Con: "eh inces of a judicial proceeding? Was 
S$ nol Fever before known, that steps hke these 
trust bre taken previous to an indictment, pre- 
orted § to the bringing of an intended victim 
; pub- oa court of justice? Was it ever before 
ve to m, that so regular, so systematic a 
‘se sche ne for exciting suspicion against a man, 
npas- <4 c ‘of i lanting an immoveable prejudice 
Both — “igaanst him in the minds of the whole na- 
gs. “0 ay prev ious to the preferring a bill of in- 
ndig: nt, in order that the Grand Jury, 
agsel c fiposed of whomsoever it might, should 
, and § pre-disposed to find the bill? I ask 
> me, f, Sir, and I ask the House, whether it 
a the Fever before known, that means like 
Sir, )were resorted to, previous to a man’s 
ship legally accused? But, Sir, what 
dpc,  _ Maust tt world think, when they see those 
now £0 Whom the welfare ‘and the honour of the 
leg: Rialto 1 are committed covertly co-operating 
mor am ha committee of the Stock Exchange— 
upon # 1 ing their associates in so nefarious a 
el Nevertheless, Sir, this fact is 
heral nc Pen to the whole world. I must 
ita fess that I was not prepared to believe’ 
in ofl WBhing possible; though I was aware, 
d thous l, that I bad to expect from some of 
sce im n power whom I had in vain endea- 
ut in Ml to bring to justice, every thing that 
dec a ity could suggest and cunning perpe- 
ches 4 } though I was aware of my endea- 
ona " (though humble) to expose the sources 
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of corruption; though the pension list, and 
| the prize courts, had raised against me 
many enemies ; though 1 was aware of the 
unquenchable thirst for revenge which I 
had excited in the breasts of many corrupt 
and hypocritical individuals; andespecially, 
though I was aware of the offence which I 
had given to the grasping and never-par- 
doning phalanx of the law, by exhibiting to 
the world their frauds upon my ill-treated 
brethren ofthe navy. * * BL, 
Care, however, was taken, Sir, that the 
success of this base conspiracy should not 
be exposed to the chances of failure from 
the jury not being of the right stamp. The 
indictment, if left to its fair regular course, 
would have been tried at the Sessions- honse 
at the Old Bailey, before a jury impartially 
taken. In that case, it would have been 
what is called: a Common Jury ; that is to 
say, a jury whose names are taken promis- 
cuously out of a box containing the names 
of the whole of the jurors, summoned for 
the trial of all the cases brought before 
the court during the sessions. 1 was ready 
to meet the accusation before such a jury. 
I took no steps to put off the trial for a 
day. The indictment was removed from 
the court before which it regularly came, 
into a court where the prosecutors knew 
that they could cause me to be tried by a 
special jury. Dr. Johnson, in’ reference 
to the happier times which England had 
seen, has these verses :— 


* When sterling freedomcircled Alfred's throne, 
‘* And Spies and Special Juries were unknown,” 


When, Sir, I first read these lines, I was 
wholly ignorant of what special jury meant. 
I now understand the thing but too well ; 
and I am not without hopes that that which 
has now been practised, and which could not 
have been practised without the aid of a 
special jury, may, in the end, be the means 
of totally extirpating that intolerable evil, 
A special jury is compoged of 12 persons 
taken out of 48 pergons, the whole of 
which 48 persons are selected by the Mas- 
ter of the Crown Office. It is notorious, 
Sir, that these special jurors follow the 
business as a trade; that they are paid a 
guinea each for every trial; that itis deem- 
eda favour to be put upon a special jury 
list ; that persons pay money to get upon 
that list ; that if they displease the judge, 
care is taken to prevent them from serving 
again ; or, in other words, to cut them off, 
or nee them out, from a profitable employ- 

. And, is it this, Sir, which we call 
Have I been tried 
‘ 


ny of our country? — 





th 
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i 
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* 


° . ’ 7T * 
by a jury of my country ? No, Sir. 
pee * * * * 


* - * 
The institution of special juries, an institu- 
tion unknown til! times of modern date, 
and repucnant to the laws of England, had 
its rise in a pretence, that matters of tech- 
nical difieulty a common jury might not be 
eoinpetent to understand 5 as in cases of 
insurance, shipping of goods, and the like. 
But, what was there in this case that a 
Cemmon jury, composed of tradesmen in 
the city of London, would not have under- 
stood? A common jury would stirely 
have been as competent to decide upon my 
case as upon the cases of hundreds who 
are condemned to death upon the decision 
of snch a jury in that same Court, where, 
to do me justice, my case should have 
been tried. The House are told, that it 1s 
sufficient to have read the verdict against 
me. By what principle of justice, or of 
reason, the House is to proceed to inflict 
upon me a new punishment, without them- 
selves hearing and exathining the evidence, 
1 will not here attempt to enquire. 
If, Sir, the accusation against me had 

not brought the whole conduct of my life 
under animadversion, I should not think it 
necessary to account for the manner in 
which my time has been employed since 
T was actively engaged in my professional 
dyties. The interval has not been idly 
spent, nor without a view to the interests 
of my country. At an expense of nearly 
two thousand pounds, for which I neither 
sousht nor thought of remuneration, I exa- 
mined the situations and procured plans 
of the various important ports and places 
mun the Mediterranean. J meditated and 
matured pans for the more effectual prose- 
cution of the war. They were approved, 
— practicable, and considered in- 
allible by some of the most distinguished 
officers now living. 1 offered them to suc- 
cessive administrations, and I also offered 
™Y services to put them in execution. 
Subsequent!y, my attention was chiefly di- 
rected to the prosecution arid perfection of 
an invention of considerable public conve- 
mience and utility; and on the very day of 
the offence so unexpectedly laid to my 
charge, I was solely occupied in furtherin 
this. at least, inoffensive object, without the 
slightest idea of the mischief which that 
dav was to bring forth. 

df had heen appointed to the command of 
his Maiesty’s ship the Tonnant, and the 
loss of that command, after expending more 
than a thousand pounds in fitting for sea, is 





one of the many misfortunes in which this 
groundless accusation has involved me.— 
To my duty on board that sbip I returned 
on the Ist of March, and it was not till the 
Sth day of that month ihat 1 found that my 
name was connected with the fraud, from 
the following paragraph in the public prinis 
of the 7th :— 

“ We are glad to hear that the Committee of 
the Siock Exchange have made cousidcrabie 
progressia discovering the authors o! the lave 
nefarious fraud ; and that they have ascertained 
that the pretended Colonel De Bourgh went ‘o 
the house of a gentleman who has @ large stock yo5- 
bing account, Though the Commiitee tiave posted 
the following notice, yet we should hope tiat 
the gentlemen named therein were no parties «0 
the deception practised. They cannot, how- 
ever, take too early an opportunity of clearing 
themselves from all suspicion of having partci- 
pated in the transactiou :— 

‘Stock Exchange Committee-room, March 4, 

‘It is particularly requested, that all those 
members of the Sieck Exchange who transacted 
eusiness, either directly or indirectly, for any 
of the persons undermentioned, or Monday, the 
2ist of February last, will favour the Commitice 
with an interview: —The Hon. Cochrane Joha- 
stone, Mr. G. R._ Buit, Lord Cochrane, Mr. 
Holloway, Mr. Sandon, and Mr. M‘Rae.’ 


On reading this paragraph, I lost no 
time (whatever may have been insinuated 
to the contrary) in applying for leave of 
absence, I gave the necessary orders 
about the ship, and waited on Admiral 
Surridge to obtain his permission to pre- 
ceed to town. He informed me he had 
sent me Admiralty leave, and a letter from 
Lord Melville—neither of which were 
forwarded to me for a considerable time 
after, and Lord Melville’s letter remains 
still unopened. I mention this merely to 
shew, that 1 was not induced to return to 
town, for the purpose of clearing my cha- 
racter, by any communication from the 
Admiralty. On my return to town, I did 
what I think every innocent man would 
have done—I made oath to a true state- 
ment of all that I knew of the circum- 
stances on which the accusation against me 
was founded. It was said, by the Counsel 
for the prosecution, that he should have 
thought that a nobleman in my situation, 
would have pledged his word and honour. 
If I understood the difference between the 
sanctity of such a pledge, and that of an 
oath, I might be able to reply to his obser- 
vation; but I do not; but this I under- 
stand, that if I had pledged my*word and 
honour, it would not have escaped that 
person’s discernment, that I did not dave 
to make oath to the truth of my statement. 
The Report of the Stock Exchange Com- 
mittee was not published till two days after 
my affidavit, and the description of the 
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Gvess of the pretended messenger was given 


by them in their hand-bill of the Tth, to 
wit, a biown great-coat and a red ander- 
coat, being wholly ditlerent from that in 
hoa De Berenger appeared before me, 


Was a grey coat and a green uniform, 
LT firmly believed that he was not the same 
nm; and so impressed, I published my 
wifidavit of the Lith ; : and shortly after the 
affidavits of my servants, as to the dress in 
which De Berenger appeared: These af- 
fdavits I hold in my hand, and, if it is the 
pleasure of the House, I will read them. 
i Isaac Davis, Thomas Dewman, and 
Mary Turpin made oath, that the upper 
coat was grey, and. the collar and all that 
they saw of the under coat was green. My 
affidavit of the 11th of March was most 
wamercifully handled by the Counsel for the 
ution, and also by the Chief Justice. 
MThey. insisted that J ust have known 
when I received the note, that it camé 
from De Berenger. My statement was, 
that while I was superintending work at 
r. King’s manufactory, I received a note, 
but did not know that it came from De 
Berenger, because the name was written so 
to the bottom, that I could not read 
Tt was triumphantly remarked, that 
this mote was not forthcoming. It was 
Mentioned as a suspicious circumstance, 
that I could not produce this note. The 
fact is, that I tore it, and threw it down. 
Phad not the smallest idea that it was 
worth prescrving—a note merely soliciting 
sel interview which I was immediately 
What could it contain 





g to grant. 
: the writer himself could not inform me 


Fon what purpose should I preserve it? 
{1 had preserved 1%t—if I had brought it 
forth—what would have been said? Why, 
Bir, that there could not be a more suspi- 
10 circumstance—that I could never 
ave been socareful of an apparently in- 
igmancant scrap of paper, if I had not 
seen that it might one day be calied in 
ion, or otherwise that it had been sub- 
equently fabricated. 
[have to lament that i was not more 























ing ; away ye the oa i teak s, under 
Mmpression that I was about to meet an 
cer with distressing intelligence -rela- 
| » my brother, the Hon. Major Coch- 
ie; I can now only supply the defi- 
ney, by offering the same statement 
| the mume evidence which I tender- 


to the Court of King’s Bench when 
Bade my second application for a new 


Tee, <: ie he 
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trial. I then observed, “ that I was 
in apprehensions of fatal news respect- 
ing my brother then in France, from 
whom I had received a letter but three 
days before, with the intelligence of his 
being dangerously ill;-and 1 now tender 
you his affidavit, with the surgeon's certi- 
ficate, dated the 12th of February, which 
he brought home with him; and, there- 
fore, on receiving the note from De Be- 
renger, whose name I was unable to de- 
cipher ; 3 and as that note announced that 
the writer, who, I learnt from my servant, 
had the appearance of an officer in the 
army, was desirous of seeing me, I hasten- 
ed to learn the intelligence so anxiously 


expected: aor had I the least doubt that 
it related to my brother. I was too 
deeply impressed with this idea, that 


the note was addressed to me by an 
officer who had come with intelligence 
of my brother, to apprehend that it 
was written by De Berenger, from whom 
I expected no communication, and with 
whose hand writing I was not familiar. 
All that 1 could afterwards recollect of 
the note, more than what is stated in my 
affidavit, is, that he had something to com- 
municate bath would aflect my feeling 
mind, or words to that effect, which con- 
firmed my apprehensions that the writer 
was the messenger of fatal news of my 
brother. 

The affidavit of my brother, as well as 
the certificate of the surgeon, were treated 
as fabrications: and with respect to my 
brother’s letter, the Judge would not he- 
lieve that I had received it, unless I could 
produce it, and shew him ‘the post-mark. 
It 1s knee to all my friends, that I sel- 
dom preserve such letters as are not likely 
to be of future importance—but it was 
also known to many of my friends that I 
had received such a letter. And since 
my brother Colonel Cochrane’s return 
from Ireland, I have learnt that he did ac- 
tually receive the letter inclosed from me 3. 
and he is ready to prove it; and my other 
brother, Major Cochrane is ready to swear 
to the fact of having sent it. The learned 
Judges would not believe there was time 
for the arrival of such letter between the 
12th and 18th of February: but I did not 

speak to the date of the letter. T only said 
om I received it on the 18th: and my 


brother did net swear that it was written 


on tke 12th, but early in February. Now 
I expressly stated, that my brother brought 
the certificate home with him. It was 
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granted to him on the 12th of February by 


“the surgeon of his regiment, for the pur- 


pose of being laid before a Board of Medi- 
cal Officers, to shew the necessity of his 
return to England, where he arrived some 
time in March, and now resides in Port- 
man-square, in a very precarious state of 
health. The authenticity of the certifi- 
cate 1s unquestionable 5 and it is more 1m- 
portant, since it was not obtaimed for the 
purpose of proving the truth | of my state-~ 
ment, but is the original certificate autho- 
rising his retura to England on account of 
il] health, and bears date nine days prior 
to the 21st of February. It includes a 
period of six weeks, namely, from the 1st 
of January: and yet the learned Judge 
argued against the probability, nay, stated 
that it was almost impossible, that IL should 
have heard of his illness on the 17th of 
February. 

With respect to my account ef the 
conversation which passed between De Be- 
renger and myself, I submit to the House, 
that it is not only true, but perfectly pro- 
bable. It was not necessary that I should 
know the business which De Berenger had 
been transacting in order to believe that he 
had reasons for wishing to quit the king- 
dom. His wish to go to America, and Sir 
Alexander Cochrane’s application in his be- 
half, were known to me, and clearly proved 
on the trial; and the Prosecutor’s Counsel 
admitted that De Berenger was in the 
Rules ef the King’s Bench, and so in- 
volved in debt, that he would rather reside 
in any country than this. Within these 
few days, a letter from De Berenger to his 
Solicitor, Mr. Gabricl Tahourdin, has 
come into my possession, which clearly 
proves the distressed state of his mind, and 
his anxtety to get ont of the country. The 
letter is dated 17th of February, FOUR 
days previous to the fraud of the 21st. 
The letter is long, and, to me, perfectly 
unintelligible, The following passage 
shews the perturbed state of his mind :— 
* f cannot refrain from pressing you, as my 
Solicitor, and as a confidential friend, to take 


immediately those measures, whielr alone can 


tranquillize my mind, and enzble me thereby to 
meet the numerous sufferings T am doomed to 
hear. Something must be dene, for what is so 
harrassing as dow)t about future fate? Mine is 
alt gleam j and sth-preservation, that powerful 
irgument, but which T have so long neglected 
und which every body seems more or less 
tO Ge, requires mv immediate and unalterable 
decision. 2 fave refused what most people 
wonld call the Safe side of the question, What 
ave mY prospects in consequence? that I shall 
have -ehemies in abnundance—tha: I shail, in 
either result, have lost all chance of epcourage- 








ment, perhaps in all Europe, and that I shall be 
tossed about, God knows how aud where, and at 
an age, which claims rest: and horrible as the 
pictore is, it is even the best of the prospects that 
await me; for should the trial go against me, 
my fate is not branded by disgrace and punish- 
meat only; oo the doors of a prison will Close 
on me for life.’ 
“PY After the apprehension of Mr. De 
Berenger, I did, by the advice of Mr. 
Johnstone, address to him a letter through 
the office of Lord Sidmouth, calling upon 
him to state to the public his reasons for 
coming to my house on the 21st of Feb- 
ruary; and he answered, that ‘ his object 
was correctly detailed in my afiidavit.” [ 
hold his original letter in my hand. 
Relying upon the difference of the 
dress in which De Berenger appeared be- 
fore me from that described by the Stock 
Exchange Committee, and on the assur- 
ance of Mr. Johnstone that De Berenger 
had informed him that he could unequivo- 
cally prove an alibi, by at least a dozen 
credible witnesses, and believing that, at 
all events, my own innocence would prove 
my protection, I felt so perfectly secure as 
to the issue of the trial, that I gave no in- 
structions to Counsel, attended no consul- 
tation, and never even read my own brief, 
into which a-fatal error was introduced ; 
but leaving the whole business in the 
hands of my Solicitor, I retired to my 
house in the country, and did not return 
until two days previous to the trial. While 
in the country I received a letter from my 
Solicitor, informing me, that at a consulta- 
tion, it had been resolved to defend my 
case jointly with that of Mr. Butt, and 
that it was not determined whether it 
might not also be adviseable to unite it 
with that of Mr. Johnstone. I-had ordex- 
ed that my case should be defended sepa- 
rately, and Messrs. ‘Topping and Scarlett 
were engaged as my Counsel. To the 
above communieation I returned the fol- 
lowing answer :— 


‘ Holy-hill, Titchfeld, May 29, 1814. 
* The Counsel are certainly better able to 
Judge than Iam, as to the necessity of mixing 


Mr. Butt’s case with mine, but I will not consent 
to any further union.’ 


Notwithstanding _ this, my case was 


} defended conjointly, and it deserves parti- 


cular attention, that the able Counsel who 
pleaded. my cause was intended to defend 
Mr. Johnstone only, and: that the Counsel 
whom I did employ had no opportunity of 
opeming their lips. e unavailing. ex- 
pression of my dissent to an union of eases, 








was almost the only step taken by me in 
my own behalf in the whole course of the 
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Brin addi prior to my return to town; 
rin addition to the perfect consciousness 


that M innocence, [ cannot help remarking, 
My. John: iy on all occasions, was 
@Nxious to relieve me from the trouble of 
tending to my dwn interests in this mat- 
ter; and in a letter which he wrote to me 
a few days previous to tie trial, he entreat- 
ed me to make myself perfectly casy as to 
the issue, and informed me he had seen 
De Berenger’s brief, by which it appe -ared 
that he would fully establish an a/b7. This 
letter, pursuant to my general practice, well 
nown to my friends, 1 believe I have de- 
stroyed ; but the receipt and purport of it 
can be proved on.oath by a visitor then at 
y house —On my return to town, imme- 
dhately before the trial, the brief of Mr. 
De Berenger was shewn to me by Mr. 
sti ; and the case, as therein stated, 
ged to me so perfectly clear, that I 

nly assure the House, that I then 
thought i it impossible he doull be the person 
who represented Du Bourg. That I had 
no concern whatever in the alibi set up by 
¢ De Berenger, will sufficiently appear 
the following letter from my soli- 


7 ve 
. 
. 


ute © Lincoln’s-Inn-fields, Ist July, 1814. 


ie My Lorn —We beg to acknowledge the re- 
of your Lordship’s letter of yesterday’s 
date, and to acquaint you in answer, that we 


idliaged employed exclusively "for your 


ip in the late trial, and net for any 
other of the Defendants: und we aivo beg leave 


} most explicitly, tiat we never received 
from ys Lords ship, orany otuer person what- 
f, any instructions in respect to the alidi at- 

to be proved by Mr, De Berenger, and 
seqnenily did not, nor could, give any direc- 
tions to Counsel in respect to that alibi, nor had 
ye ever any intercourse or communication what- 
ever with the witnesses by whom it was to be 


establisicd. — We have the honour, &c. 
fy , a ARRER and Co,’ 


iy description of the dress in which 
venger appeared before.me at my 
the 216t of February has excited 
‘animadversion. When I swore that 
fore a green coat, the Counsel for the 
ecution declared that I had incurred 
the moral guilt of perjury, without sub- 
| — g myself to the legal penalty. When 

ame into Court, and repeated my asser- 
8 Upon oath, under al! the risks of the 
f , nd tendered the affidavits of others 

9 SAW him, as I did, i in his green coat at 
. puse, the same Counsel impudently 
ed the foul and false accusation. I 
ba firmed, upon my honour, in the 
: a King’s Bench, and I do affirm 
my honour in this House, that I only 
2 in a green coat.—I have already 
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stated, that an error of the most dangerougee 
nature was introduced into the brief. In 
that brief the coat of De Berenger is de- 
scribed to have been a redone with a green 
collar, and my Counsel in consequence ad- 
mitted that to be ved, which had becn 
sworn to be green. My attention was not 
called to this error or difference, which has 
been so fatal, and Mr. Serjeant Best, in 
the course of my defence, marked the con 
tradiction between my affidavit and elit 
his brief told him, and he gave me credit 
for an oversight in consequence thereof, 
but refused to examine my servants then 
ready in attendance. Early on the morn- 
ing of the second day of the trial, being in- 
formed, to my surprise, of the mode of de- 
fence which had been resorted to, | again 
sent my servants to Guildhall, with a note 
to my Solicitor, of which the following is 
an extract :— 

* June 9, 1814. 

* Dear Sin—I have sent my servants, who, [ 
submit, ought to be examined, in order to prove 
the appearanc eof Berenger. This seems neces- 
sary to free me from the internal uneasiness which 


I should ever feel were the iuvestigation to ter- 
minate otherwise.’ 


Still, Sir, it was not deemed proper to 
examine my servants, and to the error 
which crept into the brief, and the conse- 
quent misapprehension of my counsel, I 
must, in some measure, attribute the eta 
vourable result of the trial—I say, in some 
measure, because I must ever consider my- 
self as principally indebted for my convic- 
tion tothe * * * * * * # *#, About 
half-past seven o’clock in the evening of 
the last day of the trial, a clerk on the part 
of my solicitors called upon me, and the 
following is a memorandum made by him 
of the conversation that took place between 


us in consequence ; — 

* I told Lord Cochrane I had just come out of 
Court to prepare him for the worst result, as the 
Judge was summing up against him very decidedly, 
and I d@livered him a memorandum of Mr, 
Brougham, recommending his Lordship’s heing 
made acquainted with the result to be appre- 
hended. He inquired much about the trial, bug 
egaesrseyt what witnesses had been called on 

is side—f told bim Dewman, and a person to 
prove Major Cochrane’s illness, and some others. 
He enquired if Mary Turpin was called? I[- 
answered not—he said Mr. Parkinson had put his 
foot in his case, or that he; ne botch’d his case, 
and it was cruel in himnwh Magtquested L would 
tell him he ought to have call er to Berenger’s 
dress. I told him bis letfer was submitted to 
counse}, and the measure not approved of by 
them —he answered, Mr. P. should have done as 
Ll inetracted him ; Lam to he the only sufferer if 
convicted, LTalso told him. that at the time his 
Lordship’s letter was received his case was clased, 

(Signed) ‘H. M. COULTHURST. 
* 10th Igue, 1814,’ 








I read this, Sir, to shew to the Houge, 
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how anxious J was to the verylast moment, 
that my servants should be examined. 
Had they been examined, they would have 
sworn to the dress in which De Berenger 
came to my house.—And I submit, whether 
the testimony of all these persons ought 
not to preponderate over that of one. 
The only witness to the point of De Beren- 
ger’s coming to my house in a red coat 1s 
Crane, the hackney-coachman. And under 
what circumstances was his evulence 
given? Not one of the Counsel for the 
prosecution ventured to question him to the 
point; but on his cross-examination, being 
asked the following question, “* You do not 
pretend to be able to recollect every person 
you carry in your haekney-coach every 
day?” He replied, “No; but this gentle- 
man that I took from a post-chaise and 
four, when he got out at Grecn-street, I 
saw that he had a red coat underneath his 
great coat.’ Doers it not appear from this 
answer, that the witness, having been dis- 
appointed m not bemg questioned to that 
point before, speaks to it now as his only 
chance of securing the reward of 250/. of- 
fered by the Stock Exchange, and which, 
{ understand, he has laidclaim to? With 
respect to the evidence of Crane, it is 
worthy of notice, that the great coat which 
U have sworn as ervey, was described by him 
in his examination before the Stock Ex- 
change Committee to have been a drown 
one; buton the trial he meets my descrip- 
tion, and calls it a drown grey; he also 
described De Berenger as a red faced 
man. Shilling also stated before the ‘Com- 
mittee that De Berenger had a ‘ large red 
nase,’ and * fuce rather blotched” Now, it 
ts well known, that De Berenger bears no 
tesemblance te such description. He is 
pale, marked with the small-pox, and free 
irom blotches. —But, Sir, I have another 
fact to state with regard to Crane, and I 
call upon the House to give it that atten- 
thon which it deserves. At the moment, 
Sir, that this man was mving evidence 
which was to convict me ef the crimes of 
fraudand perjury, he was suffering the sen- 
tence of the law for conduct of ne cemmon 
atrocity. ‘The account of this condact, I 
will read to the Honse, as it was detailed 
aa the public papers :— 

‘On Friday Jast William Crane, the driver of 
the hackney coach No. 782, was simpened 


before the Commissioners upon a charge of 


: ; 
¢ velty te his horses, ne CreamMances detailed 
were so shockine av induced the Comtmisstorcrs to 


hog P . a> 
observe they never hearid a more atrociéus case.’ 


j ae Ss } : 
old and faithful servant, whe has been in 





Now, Sir, © ask, is the evidence of an. 
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one family seventeen years, together with 
the evidence of other three witnesses of un- 
impeached veracity, to be outweighed in 
the balance by a wreteh of this stamp ? 

On the subject of the Bank-notes found 
in De Berenger’s possesston, which had 
been exchanged for others that had once 
been mine, L pledge myself to prove, in the 
clearest and most unequivocal manner, that 
such notes of mine as have been called in 
question were given by me to Mr. Butt, 
for the purpese of discharging just and 
bona fide dcbis; namely, a debt of 2002. to 
himself for money borrowed, and the pay. 
ment of my wine-merc hints, Messrs. Wil- 
kinson and Crosstliwaite, whose _ bill 
amounted to 699/. Ils. the payment of 
which through the hands of Mr. Butt had 
escaped my recollection at the time of the 
trial. ‘The several papers relating to the 
loan of 200/. extracted from the stock- 
broker’s books, together withthe wine-mer- 
chants’ affidavit respecting the whole of the 
transaction, [ hold in my hand, and entrest 
ofthe House to examine them. In looking 
over the wine-merchants’ affidavit, I find, 
that, on the 19thof February, the very day 
on which the fraud is alleged to have been 
planned, | was ‘ engaged in their cellars 
for upwards of two hours in tasting wines, 
to be sent on board the 7onnaznt. 

Having mentioned Mr. Butt, [ take this 
opportunity of stating that my connection 
with the funds arose from a conversation 
with that gentleman in October last, when 
the progress of the Allies and the favour- 
able aspect of affairs induced him to recom- 
mend me to place my spare money in Go- 
vernment securities. If told him, that 1 
had disposed of it in private securities and 
land. He then informed me.that I might 
g2in without advancing the principal, and 
offered to conduct the business for me. 
He urged this proposal, which I then de- 
clined, being unwilling to enter into specu- 
lations which I did not understand. How- 
ever, in the course of a few days, to my 
very great surprise, he brought me the sum 
of 480/. as the profit on a speculation whick 
he said he made for me. Not wanting the 
inoney, [ desired him to sport with it till be 
had lost it. Between that period and the 


}isth of Febrnary, the sam which he had 


gained for me and placed to my account, 


without fee or reward, and without my 


centroul, amounted to 4,200/. I have wit- 
nessed many disinterested acts of Mr. Butt, 


and I think kim incapable of a dishonour- 
able action. , 
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= T now come, 
Judec before whomthe cause was tried. In 


Sir, to the conduct of the 


ait Aarge he remarked, thet in my afhida- 
of the 11th of M: sists! J frst connected 
the name of De Berenger with this trans- 
Pagtion. It is true, that i did so; and the 
fact was known to Lord Milenborough, for 
the had heard it in evidence, that ebat i 
5 it to be printed, i dec lared, that 
Berenger was the imp oster, [had furnished 
the clue to his dete ‘ction;’ and Lord Ellen- 
borough was not siucreianhed in insinuating 
that 1 did this with any other view, than 
that justice might overtake him if guilty, 
and to give him an oO} pportanity of coming 
forward to justify himself, if innocent. 
Why I could no take thi is Step sooner, ! 
Nise alread y explamed, and will again re- 
_jpeat ; and the statement contained in my 
@iidavit of the 2ist of June is full and de- 
isive on the subject, end is a complete an- 
Swer t to the calumny, that I pitied on the 
sition of his being out of the kingdom. 
4 at least, had done nothing to contribute 
to his escape—I had refused ibe application 
to join my ship, without leave fromthe Ad- 
‘miralty. If 1 had the least reason to wish 
for his concealment, I could easily have 
etageled him into the Zonnant. But it is 
: that I had no such intention. 
i Why did Lord Elicnborough, in bis 
to the Jury, take one part of my af- 
Sdavit as true, and another as false? He 
“professes to quote from my affidavit as to 
~ the facts of my furnishing De Berenger 
with a coat to wear instead of his uniform, 
and puts i it to the Jury to consider ‘ whether 
_-@& man coming SO disguised, and g going 
“@Way again with bis disguise in a bundle, 
fas not on a dishonest errand?’ In all 
as Lord E llenborough professes to quote, 
yj draw conclusions from my affidavit ; 
4 and ‘he represents m acknowledging 
and presen e as acknowledging 
De. / Berenger to have come into my 
presence disguised, and going away again 
= his disguise in a bundle! If 
‘there be one word of this in my affidavit, 
m Iam perjured,and Lord Ellenborough 
truth. JI stated, that De Berenger, 
ficer in 2 rifle corps, called upon me 
sa green uniform; and this, the Judge 
mits to the Jury, is a disguise, and a 
of of his coming on a dishonest errand ! 
‘But,’ continues Lord Ejlenborough, ‘ if 
wr witnesses are to be believed, that 
.went to Lord Cochrane’s house re- 
y.after haying blazoned the false news, 
ted with a star, a medallion, and 
in a scarlet coat.’ In this short 





































‘it 


JULY 9, 1814.—Lord Cochrane. 











[So 


sentence are two mis-statements: for there 
was only one witness who represented such 
visitor ¢ oming to my house in a scarlet 
coat, and not ene w ord of the star or me- 

dallion. Wi 2 did not Lord Ellen! borough 
submit to the Jury, whether it was proba- 
ble that Dé Berene rer came 
that dress by 


there and in 
any prey Lous arrangeme nt of 


mine? Why did he not say, that 3t was 
for the Jury to enquire, whether he came 
there as my ins priiment, or for his own con- 


venrence ? 
‘ Having hunted down the 
tinnes this Chief ‘ the 


t last shewed he came of 


Ci 
came,’ con- 


Just Ice, prosccutors 
ae ep EF 
Yial his skin. 


‘And uous a very materia tact, that the De- 
tendant Berenger stripped himself at Lord 


Cochrane’s.?. Why ¢s zt matertal? Be- 
cause it is one of those facts, which a culty 
man would have been most anxious to con- 
ceal: and since this material fact never 
could have been known if I had not volun- 
tarily divulged it, it is chiefly important, as 
furnishing strong presumptive proof of my 
innoeeence, and in that light it was Lord 
Ellenborough’s duty to have submitted it 
to the Jury. 

‘He stripped his scarlet uniform off 
there, and the circumstance of its not being 
green, did net excite Lerd Cochrane’s sus- 
picion.”” Did not Lord Ellenborough 
know that there was zo evidence before the 
Jury of De Berenger’s pulling off his sear- 
let uniform at my lrouse? Even if it had 
been clear that he entered my house tn that 
uniform, which I verily believe he did not, 
whieh of the witnesses on the trial saw him 
pull it off at my house ?--Nor onr. 
Which of the witnesses proved that he 
went away in a dress different from that in 
which he entered?—Not onr. On what 
ground, then, did this Chief Justice rest his 
assertion, that he pulled off his scarlet coat 
in my presence ?—That he pulled off any 
coat at all in my presence, he hie no autho- 
rity but my affidavit. And was he to give 
the prosecution the benefit of my evidence 
to the fact of De Berenger’s pulling off a 
coat in my house, and to deprive me of the 
advantage of the like evidence as to the 
colour of it ? 

Lord Ellenberough goes on to say— 
‘ That dress was such as ought to have im- 
mediately excited the suspicion of Lord 
Cochrane; for how could a man in such 
disguise be supposed to have an honest pur- 

ve? If the colour of the coat escaped 
observation, what did he think of the 


| star and medal? It kecame him upon dig- 















ae 


re Biter -s 


= 
ae 


Ts, 


r 
, < 


Fer 


ae 


FS > renee 


ee.f 


~~ «= 
—_ 
= 





bi 

f 
a 

= 
»* 


ge Se 


§¥) 


eottriag these, as an officer and a gentle- 
man, to communicate his suspicions of these 
circumstances. Did he not ask De Beren- 
ger where le had been in this dress? It 
was for the Jury to say whether Lord 
Cochranvedid not know where he had been.’ 

‘ This,’ continucs the Learned Judge, 
* was not the dress of a Sharp-shooter, but 


of a Mountebank. He came before Lord | 


Cochrane fudly blazoned in the costume of 
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law for the poor and another for the rich. 
—QOn my second attempt to obtain a new 
trial, 1 was indeed permitted to speak, 
and I have reason to believe that the state- 
ment which [then read convinced many per- 
sons in Court, and h»s since convinced 
many thousands out of Court, of my entire 
innocence. Of the diflerent documents on 
which my motion for a new trial was 
founded, some were not permitted to be 


his crime ‘'Uhis is one of those extra- | tead, and others were only read to be re- 


erdinary eflusions of Lord Elicaborough’s 
eloquence that no language but his own can 
do justice to. 

‘And such a masquerade,’ concludes 
his Lordship, ‘ should have excited Lord 
Cochrane, from bis duty to the public ser- 
vice, to inquire into, and, if he could 
ascertain it, te expese promptly the errand 
ei De Berenger.’ 

lL now come, Sir, to the conduct which 
I ave experienced subsequent to the trial. 
I did think, that as the witnesses who 
could materially have contributed to prove 
my innecence of the charge had not been 
examined, and as I could shew that their 
not being examined originated in error, 
and that such error was not my own, that 
i had a just claim toa new trial. 1 thought 
too, that the circumstance of my defence 
having been conducted jointly with that of 
another person, Contrary to my express iil- 
junction, and of the Counsel for that per- 
son having entered upon the defence when 
exhausted and unequal to the task of doing 
justice to his clients, and of my Counsel 
not having had an opportunity of speaking 
in my behalf, were additional- reasons for a 
revision of my case. It is notorious that 
I made two applications for a new trial, 
and that both were refused. My first ap- 
plication was rejected under a Rule of 
Court, which is, that no person, however 
innocent, if included with others in an 
indictment for a conspiracy, shall be al- 
lowed a re-hearing unless he can catch his 
supposed associates, and compel them to 
accompany him into Court—a condition 
which it is as indispensable as impossible 
to perform. As I could neither see the 
wisdom nor justice of this Rule of Court, 
I pressed very hard to be heard in behalf 
of my application, but it so happened that 
another person, also convicted of a con- 
spiracy, had that very morning been re- 
fused a new trial for a similar reason, 
which furnished the Court with the answer, 
that to grant to me that which he had re- 
fised to Askew, would be to lay down one 


| 


jected. Among the latter was my affidavit 
of the 14th of June, to which I call the 


| attention of the Heuse. 


| 
} 
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} Officer in Green-street; that on his return 


[ For this affidavit, see the Register of June 25. } 
IN THE KING'S BENCH, 
THE KING agaiusl CHARLES RANDOM DE 
BERENGER, AND OTHERS. 

Thomas Dewman, servant to Lord Coch- 
rane, maketh oath and saith, that he (this 
deponent) has lived with branches of Lord 
Cochrane's family for nearly twenty years; 
that he attended Lord Cochrane last year to 
take letters, and go errands, and that he has 
been in the habit of going to Mr. King’s ma- 
nufactory almost every day; that this depo- 
nent was in Lord Cochrane’s house, in 
Green-street, Grosvenor-square, on the 21st 
day of February last, when an Officer came 
in a hackney-coach, about ten o'clock im the 
morning; that this deponent opened the 
door and spoke to the Officer m the ceaach, 
who asked if Lord Cochrane was at home; 
that this depouent replied be was not; upoa 
which the Officer asked this deponent, if he 
knew where Lord Cochrane was gone to? 
To which deponent answered, that he be- 
lieved his Lordsitp was gone to breakfast 
with his uncle in Camberland-street; that 
the Officer then asked him if he could let 
him havea slip of paper, and a pen and ink, 
which this depgneut said he couid; that this 
deponent thea opened the coach door, and 
the Oilicer came into the house, and weut 
into the parlour, where this depouent gave 
hima small slip of paper: upon whici he 
wrote a few lines by way of note, and desired 
this deponent to take the same to Lord 
Cochrane, in Cusmberland-street ; that this 
deponent went immediately into Cumber- 
land-street, -but finding that Lord Cochrane 
was fone, he returned with the note to the 


the Offcer asked deponentif he knew where 
he coul! find him; that deponent then told 
the Offcer he had been ordered by Lord 
Cochrane to follow him to Mr. King’s ma- 
nufactory with a glass giobe, and thaught it 
probable he might meet his Lordship there, 
and if he did not, he would then. 
Admiralty, where he understood his Lord- 
ship was to go that day: that the Officer 
then took back the note from this deponent, 
opened it, and wrote a line or two more, 
and then resealed it, and gave it to depo- 
nent, requesting hit to take it immediately 
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“Mr. King’s manufactory, and that if he 
d not meet with Lord Cochrane there, he 
would take the note to the Admiralty, and 
if his Loz ‘ship had aot been at the Admiralty 
O leave it there; that on the Oicer’s re- 
@esting deponent to go to Mr. King’s ma- 
factory. he told the deponent that his 
finding Lord Cochrane was of consequence, 
and thercfore begzed deponent to be as ex 
itious as he could, and if necessary, to 
@€ a coach; that this deponent did not 
take a coach, but went instantly to Mr. 
King’s manufactory, where he met Lord 
Cochrane, and delivered him the note, which 
he opened in deponcnt’s presence; that upon 
opening the note, Lord Cochrane asked de- 
ponent several tines if he knew who the 
tleman was that had written it, and upon 
Sent’: informing him he did not, Lord 
chrane made several inquiries as to his 
ance and dress, observing that he 
Had not make out the whole of the note, 
or who it came from; to this deponent 
answered, he was an army oflicer; upon 
which Lord Cochrane, having torn the note, 
it down, and then said, ‘* Very well, 
s, I'll go back;” that from Lord 
rane’s manner and appearance, and the 
estions he put to deponent on his deliver- 
g the note, this deponent verily believes 
that his Lordship did not know from whom 
-eame ; and this deponent further saith, 
at when the Ojticer came into Green-street, 
above stated, he was dressed in a grey 
eat coat, such as the Guards wear, which 
8 buttoned very close round the body up 
breasi, and that such part of the under 
Eas he could see was of a dark green 
colour; that upon the Officer's coming out 
of the coach into Lord Cochrane's house, he 
ought with him asword,anda small leather 
tlothes-baz or portmanteau, which depo- 
tent believes might have held a change of 
Othies; that this deponent further saith, 
fat he was hired by his Lordship at Christ- 
ma: last, to go into the country and relieve 
J i Carter, his Lordship’s.sea steward ; 
‘this deponent left London about the 
Gay of February, and Richard Carter, 
ba steward, then came te town for the 
of accompanying Lord Cochrane to 
Pp Tuomas Dewman. 
sworn in Court, this 14th day of 
~~ June, 1814.—By the Court. 


HY fary Turpin, cookmaid to Lord Cochrane, 
laa 



































oath and saith, that she went into 
wdship's service on the 18th day of Fe- 
Mary lasi, and that she was in the house on 
be @ist day of February, when an Officer 
me there, and that she was in the kitehen 
i time the coach drove to the door; that 


oe 





Bere 


@ into the house; that he arrived a little 
fe nine o'clock ; thal this deponent went 
into the parlour while the Officer was 
_and doth most positively swear that 
a grey great coat *attoned up with 
Bgreen collar or green facing under it- 
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an Officer alight from the coach and. 
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That the Officer had with him a dark milita- 
ry cap with a gold band round gt, aad also a 
sword and a sinall portmanteau. 
Mary Tuapin. 
Sworn in Court, t4th day of 
June, 1814.—By the Court, 


Eleanor Barves, Housekeeper to Lord 
Cochrane, maketh oath and saith, that she 
has lived with his Lordship since January 
last, and well remembers being told that aw 
Officer caine to his Lordship’s bewse in 
Greev-slreet, Grosvenor-square, on Monday, 
the Qist of February last; and this deponent 
further saith, that at the time the ONicer 
arrived she was not at home, but that sie 
returned between eleven and twelve o'clock. 
That secing a cap in the parlour, she mquired 
of Mary Tucpin whose capit was, and that 
the said Mary Turpin replied that it belouged 
to an O.ieer who was with his Lordship in the 
drawing-room; aud this deponent turther 
saith, thatshe fook up the cap, whieh was of 
a dark brown cobour, wilh a gold band aud 
tassel, and immediately afterwards went to 
her room, and did not see the Olficer. That 
this deponent never saw Captain Berenger te 
her knowledge. Eveanor Barnes, 

Sworn in Court, 14th June, 

1814.—By the Court. 

Sarah Bust, of No. 4, Great Mary-le bone- 
street, in the county of Middlesex, spinster, 
maketh oath and saith, that she lived a ser- 
vant to Lord Cochrane for near twelve 
months, and that she quitted his service on 
the evening of the ? ist of February last : that 
she well remembers an officer coatug to his 
Lordship’s house in Green-street, in toe 
morning of that day: that the officer sent 
ihe man servant out: that the officer hada 
grey great coat which was buttoned up. to 
the breast, and that the neck of his under- 
coat, or such part as she could see, was a 
dark green ; and he had also with with him a 
military cup. Sanan Busr, 

Sworn at my Chambers, in Serjeant’s . 

lnn, London, this 13th June, 
1814. before me, S. Le Buane. 

Here, Sir, I submit, is ample refutation 
of the shameful aspersions cast upon me. 
[ trust the House will now be satisfied, 
that [lost notime in divulging all that pass- 
ed, and did, at the earlicst possible period, 
make a ful] disclosure of all that passed be- 
tween me and De Berenger,on the 21st of 
February,and that he did not appear before 
me in the ‘costume of his crime.’ 

Something has been said, Sir, in this 
Tiouse, as I have read, about an applice- 
tion for a mitigation of my sentence, in a 
certain quarter, where, it is observed, that. 
mercy never failed to flow. It was, { am 
informed, his Majesty’s Attorney General, 
who (I suppose, unintentionally) offered 
this last insult to my feelings. I exeuse it, 


because I am aware that the Dearned Gene 
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tleman is an utter strangcr to the senti- 
ments that mbhabit my bosom; but [ caa 
assure him, that an application for pardon, 
extorted from me, is one of the things 
which not even a Judge or a Jury has the 
wer to accomplish. No, Sir, I will seek 
for, and I look for pardon no wacre; for I 
have commitied no crime. I hawe sought 
for, L still seek for, and [ confidentiy ex- 
pect, gustive; but it is at the bands of my 
enlightened and virtuous Constituents. 

Lord COCHRANE, after having read his 
defence, addressed the House nearly as 
follows :-— 

Having so long occupied its time, [will 
not trouble the Hiouse longer, than to im- | 
plore it to investigate the circumstances of 
my case. I think I have stated enoagh to 
induce it to call for the minutes of the 
trial: all L wish is an inquiry, and had I 
not been prevented from attending the 
House in an eariy stage of this unfortunate 
business, and from entreating it to make at 
that time the necessary investigation, I 
should not now have been placed in this un- 
happy predicament. I did speak to Sir 
¥rancis Burdett and to Mr. Cocliraae 
Johnstone upon the subject, but Mr. Coch- 
rane Johnstone said to me, “Cochrane you 
know that you have uniformly failed in all 
exertions in the House, and, therefore, I 





strongly advise you not to do it, and if you | 
do, I wash my hands of all.concern on what | 
your impradence may lead you to.” FT la- | 
ment most bitterlytkat I did not pursue my | 
own intention. Many most important facis 
yet remain to be considered, and I trust 
that the House will not come to 2 decision 
with its eyes shut. I entreat, | implore in- 
vestigation. It is true, that a sentence of 
a Court of Law has been pronounced 
against me—that punishment is nothing, 
and will to me seem nothing in comparison 
with what it is inthe power of this House 
to intlict. Lf have already suffered much, 
but, if after a deliberate and a fair investi- 
gation the Honse shall determine that I am 
guilty, then Ict me be deserted and aban- 
doned by all the world. I shall submit 
without repiniug to any the most dreadful 
samy that the [Louse can assign.—I so- 
emnly declare before Almighty God, that 
Tam ignorant of the whole transaction, and 
uniformly | have heard Mr. Cochrane 
Johnstone deny it also.—Into the hearts of 
men we cannot penetrate: we cannot dive 
into their most inmost thoughts, but my 
heart I lay open, and my most sceret 





“thoughts I disclase tothe House.—I entreat 


the strictest scrutiny and a patient hearing, 
[ implore it at your hands, as an act of 
justice, and once more 1 call upon my 
Maker, upoa Almighty God, to bear witness 
that £ am inaocent. He knows my heart, 
he knows all its secrets, and he knows that 
L am innoceut and ignorant of the whole 
transaction. All that [ rmplore is, (per- 
haps the last entreaty | shali ever make in 
this Elouse) that it will give this unfortu- 
nate aid distressing case a full and candid 
investigation, then, if 1 am declared guilty, 
I shall bow with paticnt resignation to its 
severest inilictions. 

‘The Noble Lord then handed to the 
Clerk various letters and affidavits for the 
information of the House. 

The SrreakeEr said, the Noble Lord 
having now concluded his defence he will 
withdraw. 

Lord Cocurane—I shall withdraw, 
Sir. I cannot tco often or too carnestly 
implore the House to inquire. Never in 
history of this country was a case of such 
gross and cruel injustice recorded. I 
could submit to any punishment, however 
severe, after due inquiry, but I entreat the 
House to give me an opportunity of prov- 
ing how the bank-notes came into the 
hands of Mr. Butt, and other strong cir- 
cumstances to which I have referred in 
the course of my defence, and I pledge my 
honour that not a doubt will remain on the 
mind of a single Member in the House. 

Lord CocHRANE then withdrew. 

TheSprEaker proposedthat his Lordship 
should be remanded into the custody from 
which he had been brought, which, on the 
motion of Lord CasrLEREAGH, w: s order- 
ed, and the necessary warrants of the 
Speaker were ordered to be made out ac 
cordingly. 

Lord CASTLEREAGH rose and said, that 
before the House proceeded to the qnestion 
which an Honourable Mc mber was to pro- 
pose, he could not avoid cxpressing his 
sense of the very painful and dif cult situa- 
tion in which the House was. If one sen- 
timent was more prevalent than anotl.es, 
it Was an anxious desire to hear patiently 
all that the Noble Lord could utter, but 
the House would also feel that much that 
had been ofered was not given in justificea- 
tion of the individual bat in inculpation of 
the most exalted characters in the country. 
It was hap»y for Englishmen that by the 
form of our constitution, no character was 
so high, and no authority so supreme (the 
Throne of eourse excepted) as not to be 
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amenable to the laws of the land. 
however, a great abuse of a defence in 
1ent to make it the medium of a 


s oP 2 
@harge to which no answer can then be 


a His Lordship had once or twice 
itated as to the fit course to be pursued, 
but he felt how difficult it was for the 
House to draw the exact line that in those 
gases ought to be pursued, An indulgent 
and liberal interpretation was always to be 
put upon expressions used on occasions like 
the present, {t was the less necessary to 
jnterfere during the course of what the 
Noble Lord had offered, because his Lord- 
was sensible that the Judgment and 
wisdom of Parliament would be able to 
rate the inculpation from the justifh- 
cation; but elscwhere the same pru idence 
‘would not probably be exercised, and if the 
defence of the Noble Lord were to be cir- 
culated, it would be the publication of 
libeis and calumnies against the most 
sacred characters in the nation, and against 
the system of Jurisprudence e, which had 
hitherto upheld itself im spite of all attacks; 
am this’ view, the defence just made must 
be conside reba wanton abuse of the indul- 
ace extended by the House. For the 
sake. of public justice, and of the juris- 
prudence of the country, his Loré ship felt 
essary now to observe, that if on any 
occasion it was deemed fit to inter- 
-in point of law re garding the public a- 

pose of this defence, none of the parties 
accused could heveaites say that a want of 
warning was an additional feature of seve- 
rity | m their cases. (Hear, fear!) The 
Lord had, however, been allowed 
-" antage that indulgence could 


JULY 9, 









s. : Broapae AD then rose to submit 
IS Motion tothe House. The duty t that 
: ) was called upon to diseharge was, in 
: i imstance, extremely painful, It was 
ible for any liberal mind to contem- 
te e the situation of the individual who 
t left the House, without the deepest 
that the same man who had once 
trodden the path of honour, should now be 
@ivolved in the labyrinth of disgrace. He 
mented with unfeigned sincerity, that 
tice which the House owed to itself, 
| not allow it to spare an individual, 
n he would not, by any thing he could 
attempt to sink deeper in disgrace. 
nblic grounds it was necessary to 
' forward the subject, however dis- 
ing the discussion might be to private 
gs. He would abstain from making 
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It was,{ any remarks upon the defence, however 


ob jectionable it Was, leaving the Noble 
Lord in full possession of every adva ntage 
it gave him. He should simply confine 
himself to those remarks which the case 
suggested, and which his judgment pre- 
scribed, leaving it to the wisdom of the 
House to determine upon the steps it should 
pursue. Tle (Mr. Broadhead) came not 
forward upon this occasion as an accuser, 
nor did he presume to constitute himself a 
judge of the guilt of the paity, but it being 
a matter of publicity that certain proceed- 
ings had taken place in a Court of Law, 
the result of which was, that two Members 
of the Heuse were involved in a charge 
affecting therr characters and conduct. 
Under such circumstances he felt it to be 
his duty as a Member of Parliament to 
call the attention of the House to the sub- 
ject, with a view to the maintainance of 
its honour and purity. He did not con- 
ceive it necessary to go into any detail of 
precedents, thinking the principle which 
was established by the case of Mr. Walsh, 
sufficient for his purpose. ‘There the indi- 
vidual had been convicted of felony, but 
the verdict was reversed by the Judges, 
and in the debate upon the question it was 
urged, that the conviction being destroyed 
in a legal sense, Mr. Walsh was to be 
viewed as an innocent man 3 yet the House 
had proceeded to expulsion, ‘being of opi- 
nion, that sufficient guilt Was prov ed to 
render the individual unft to continue a 
Member. Such being the power and prac- 
tice of the House, it was to be considered 
whether the record upon the table did not 
afford sufficjent authority for the House to 
say, thet the Members implicated on this 
occasion, were so etigmatised and digraced 
as to be unworthy longer to retain their 
seats. It would he easy to descant upon 
the enormity of the crime, but that was 
not within the line of his duty, nor would 
it be proper to wound personal ‘feelings by 
bitterness of reproach and keenest of invec- 
tive. Neither did he presume to dictate 
to the House the measure it ought to adopt; 
he only offered such a motien as his humble 
jedgment suggested to prevent the stain 
that would otherwise be attached to Par- 
liament. If the House of Commons was 
of importance to the Constitution, or if the 
exclusive rights it possessed were of any 
value, the private purity and political vir- 
tue of its members was of equal conse- 
quence, since without it, both the one and 





the other would be destroyed. Under all 
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the circumstances, he did notthink itneces- 
sary to trouble the House further, under 
the full persuasion that im deciding, 2 
would be guided by a due regard to Justice 
to the parties, and to its own character. 
$le moved therefore a declaratory Resoiu- 
tion founded upon the record of conviction, 

! “i wy 
stating mercly, that Lord Cochrane had 
been found guilty of a Conspiracy to defraud 
the public. 

The question having heen put, 

Mr. A. Brown said he rose under con- 
siderable embarrassment to propose 21 
amendment. ‘The House had heard the 
grounds on which the Noble Lord, who 
had le(t the House had defended himself 
from the imputation which had been cast 
on Wen, and the grounds on which the Hon. 
Member proposed the vote of expulsion, 
and the question before them was, whether 
the record ef conviction already on the 
table did in itself compe! the House to 
come to the vote of expulsion? ox, whether 
they thought it expedient to revise the 
evidence which led to that conviction, to 
satisfy their own uaderstandings that the 
vote preposed was one which thev in jus- 
dice thought advisable? In the discussion 
which had lately taken place, besides the 


‘circumstances of conviction, it was stated 


as 2 notorious fact, that the Noble Lord 
Nhad been prevented, by a rule of court, 
from bringing his case before 2 second 
Surv, and was refused that, which in an 
ordinary case, would have been granted. 
Although it would be most improper for the 
fouse to come to any vote respecting the 
decision of the Court below, yet it would 
coneern them to do justice in 2 case which 
materially affected their own body.— 
(Hear !)—The course taken on the pre- 


‘sent nicht would satisfy the Honse that 


they should heave ail the cirermstances of 
the trial before them. The Honourable 
Gentleman (Vir. Broadbent) who had pro- 
posed the motion, in a speceh which had 


‘done credit to bis mind and feelings, had 


abstained fron all observations respecting 


‘the guilt or innocence of Lord Cochrane, 


but had rested his case on the fact of the 
conviction in the Court below, while the 
‘Noble Lord himself, in defence of his in- 
nocence, had travelled into all the circum- 
stances of the case, and the evidence on 
which the conviction was founded. Now 
rt was not possible, without examination 
‘into the evidence, to know what weicht 
was due to this defence of the Noble Lord. 
And if the Blouse wished to decide an the 
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case without being influenced by the de- 
clarations of Lerd ‘Cochrane, 1t would he 
guite necessary that they should have all 
the facts before them. It was ad:ntted 
on a former occasion, that when there was 
any procecding instituted in that House to 
afiect the decision of a Court below, that it 
was necessary for the House te enter into 
a discussion of the evidence. Such an ad- 
mission was, however, not necessary, 2s 
such discussion was mseparable from the 
exercise ef their judicial functions. 
Nothing had been said to shake this deter- 
mination, and if there-was any man in the 
House who had a doubt on the evidence 
on which the conviction was founded, it 
would be his duty to examine most fully 
into all its circumstances. { Hear, hear !) 
To strengthen the idea of the propriety of 
investigation, there was something im what 
the Noble Lord had said himself, with 
whom it might be preper te state, he (Mr. 
Brown) had had no communication. The 
Noble Lord, in the face of God, and of the 
House, declared his own entire innocence, 
Although it was well knewn that few per- 
sons were complaisant enough to acknow- 
ledge their guilt when convicted by a Court 
of Law, though ignorant of the power of 
the human mind, he did not think that a 
man of Lord Cochrane’s education, habits, 
and character—depressed by a verdict of 
a Jury, and by an irnominious sentence, 
could stand in the face of the House wit)- 
out a full sense of his innocence. ( Hear’! ) 





distinct analysis of the evidence on whic! 
alone the idea of his guilt has been founded. 
Could the House say, after that Jong state- 
ment, that they could bear in mind all the 
facts sa as to say that they could be ex- 
plained, so as to satisfy their minds to that 
decree that they could heve ne doubt on 
the subject? (Hear, hear, hear!) 1 
any man could say “ aye,” yet would it 
be just for him, in behalf of the rest of the 
House, te consent toa postponement of the 
discussion. Another part of the defence 
of Lord Cochrane, to which he should al- 


Chief Justice. In derogation of the cha- 
racter of that Judge, whose abilities and 
integrity had been long known’ to the 
House, (Hear, hear!) and for whom he 
(Mr. B.) entertained the highest respect, 
yet, the imputation that the Judge was 
partial, and that the verdict was brought 


about by improper means, was enough té 





jmake the House hesitate before they de- 


The Noble Lord had also entered into 4 . 


lude with delicacy, was the charge of the 
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6] 
gided on the motion before them. When 
the convictio: n was impugned in so material 
of the proceedigys as the charge of 

“Judge, it would be a perversion of 
r that they should say that this accu- 
43 an aggravation of guilt, aud 
the evil on the Noble Lord.— 
‘The House should rather suspend their 


xeot, and either refer to a Select 







ih 


Committee, which would be the proper 


mode of proceeding, the statement of the 
Noble Lord and his affidavits; or if they 
would not go that length, by postponing 
the discussion until they hand time to con- 
sider the proposition which had been made. 
Af, after a full investigation of the circum- 
‘stances, the guilt of Lord Cochrane was 
made evident, the seatence of expulsion 
“would follow with additional weight, not 


on the individual, but on the minds of 
‘The Honourable Member 


the country. 
concluded by moving, as an amendment, 
that the statement made by Lord Cochrane 
to the House, and the papers relating 
thereto, be referred to a Committee, with 


| to examine witnesses, and to report 
‘thereon to the House. 


i The question having been put that the 
words of the amendment stand as the ori- 
nestion, 
ArrorNneY-GENERALsaid, that the 
‘ n before the House, had, in point 
Oo fact, been alre vady decided on a former 
jon, when it had been proposed to 
send for the documents from the Court 
i , in order that the House might form 
on them their own judgment. The ground 
of the motion in the present instance was, 
that the Noble Lord was excluded by a 
‘yale, which that night had been said to 
e been unjust, froma new trial. As 
















: 0 this rule it was only necessary to say, 





it was usual ix the Court in question, 
er which had alw: ays pre sided men, to 
whom even their enemies did not deny the 
-of eminent knowledge and strict in- 
. That rule also did not stand in 
way of any thing which the Noble 
A thous rht fit to plead to the Court, as 
round for them to consider the verdict, 
d to grant a new Jury; and after all the 
e of the Noble Lord bad been heard, 

1c C burt had unanimously been of opinion 
t a no ground for a new trial. 
ju nt was en in any Case, 
Pbefore the Chief J —_ aa 
trial at. Guildhall had taken place, 
wor® (to speak without any exag- 


on) that passed on each sid at the 
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trial, was delivered with an exactness as- 
tonis hing to all those who had been pre- 
sent, to these Judges who bad to form the 
judgment. As to the character and con- 
duct of the Noble Lerd who presided Ju 
the Court of King’s Bench, it would be in- 
decorous for him to offer any de a al- 
though he felt himself quite indepen dent of 
tnfluence from that Noble Lord in the 
Court, in which he practised. There was 
one remark frem which he could {yee that 
Noble Lerd (Lord Ellenborough ). He 
could positively affirm that that Noble 
Lord had never revised the pleadings for 
the prosecutio n, nor ever seen them until 
they had been banded to him in the Court. 
This assertion he (Mr. Garrow) did not 
make from any Knowledge of what had 
been done in this particular case, but from 
the conviction he entertained that no man 
at the bar would have dared to apply to 
the Noble Lord on such a subject, or to 
hint in the most distant manper of any sub- 
ject on which they had to give ju idoment. 

He did not intend to be drawn into any 
observations on the cuilt of the person wha 
had just retired (Lord Cochrane), but he 
could not remaim silent after such im puta- 
tions on the trial, for which, if applicable, - 

this institution, ESS h was the blessing of 
Englishmen, would be their curse, It had 
been stated as distinctly as falsely, that the 
Judge was partial, political, and wicked, 
and that the verdict could not have been 
returned as it had been returned, but for a 
jury packed and picked for political pur- 
poses, by an officer under political in- 
fluence, and removeable 1 by the Chief Jus- 
tice. Now it was not pos ssible that any 
such thing could have taken place. The 
Master of the Crown Office was a Barris- 
ter of Law » generily chosen from those 
who were eminent in their profession 5 
this office had always been filled by per- 
sons of the highest respect: ability. Sir W. 

Burrows had held the office during the life 
of Lord Niansfield, and afterwards by Mr. 
Templar, a gentleman of the utmost respec- 
tability, though not of the same eminent 
talents, who was succeeded by the ho- 
nourable gentleman who held it at present, 
and who had former ‘ly held an office, next 
to the judicial station in one of the colo- 
mes. So far from being removeable by 
the Chief Justice, the Master of the 
Crown Office held his. office by the 

same tenure. as the Chief Justice hel? 
his own—during good behaviour. The 





manner in which the ‘Special Juries 
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were chosen by 
in which Grand 
and Grand Juries . 
be said to be packed, 
on the Master with 
and im presence 
fendant’s attornies, 
nan 
7 he SAN 
by a Clerk of the House on the ballot for 
an Election Committee. Of the remaming 
twenty-four, the first in order who happen- 
ed to be present formed the Jury. I he ac- 
cusation of packing Special Juries, had 


neuer as the list was reduced 


often been brought and as often refuted — 
witness the time of Wilkes. It has been 
said that special jurors make a pretty 
trate of juries. It must have been a very 
extensive conspiracy vader which any cor- 
rupt practice could exiat, for when could a 
Sherifl be found so devoted as. to make out 
such a list as would allord the master an 
opportanity of packing? And, how was 
the watchfulness of the attornies of the 
parties to he get rid of? In the case 
before the House, the agents respectable as 
they were. had not been charged with the 
basiaess, for the Honourable Member who 
had not been present that evening (Air. C. 
Jobastone),had attended bunself to reduce 
the list. It had heen said that if a special 
jueor resisted the direction of the judge, he 
would not be enficred to attend arain. 
Now, if it was possible for the judge to 
know who had reststed his charge, he could 
not by any possibility prevent them frem 
attending in every cause. As to the 
twelve persons who tricd the case mm 
question, there was only } among them who 
had ever served before, because perhaps it 
had heen thourht proper to choose persons 
totally uninfluenced (ear!) He had made 
these observations lest it should be supposed 
that the great foundation ef our liberty 
and property was shaken. If it happened 
that the same persons served often on 
special juries, it was because the accents, 
convinced of the general integrity of these 
ersons, took the lists which, happened. to 
es been reduced by the agents for other 
causes. The general imputations on 
special juries was unfounded; and there 
was no place where the juvies were more 
honest and able than inthe city of London; 
or where they less called for the severe 
and unfounded remarks which had been 
made on them. 


POLITICAL REGISTER.—Lord Cochrane. 


ies, of which each agent strikes off 12; 


him, were the,same ‘doubts as to the privity of Lord Cochrane 
Juries were chosen, | to the conspiracy of which he had been con- 
micht just as truly victed (hear! ) T he Noble Lord had stated, 

The Sheriff waited | that he should be able to prove the means 
the frecholder’s book, | by which the bank notes passed through his 
of the plaintif’s and de- | wine-merchant to De Berenger, and that 
the Master chose 48 | five persons would prove that De Berenger 
had appeared at Lord Cochrane’s house in 
‘the dress which the Noble Lord had. de- 
scribed in his affidavit. ‘The House, he 
trusted, would not think it advisable in 
these circrmstances, to come to a hasty 
decision in the case. The country had 
heen carricd away by a variety of publica- 
tionson the subject, and by that self-consti- 
tuted Committee of the Stock Exchange 
(hear, hear, hear !); and on the other 
hand the Noble Lord had been inattentive 
to a culpable degree, while his prosecutors 
had been so active—indecently’ active 
(fear, hear’) in infiuencing the country, 
He hoped, therefoze, that the Committee 
would be appointed, and he thought a Com- 
mittee of the whole Tlouse would be the 


most proper for the exammation. 
proj 


necessary to continue it in next Number. 
Meanwhile, I have given below, the division 
which took place ou the diferent questions, 
submitted to the consideration of the House; 
anda List of the Minority, who voted against 
the expulsien of Lord Cochrane, taken from 
the Morning Chronicle of Wednesday last. ] 
Mr. Brown withdrew his motion for a Com- 
mittee, and on the question of adjournment 
the numbers were—For the Adjournment 74 
—Againstit, 142—Majority, 68. 
The first or declaratory Resolution was 
agreed to without a division. : 
The House again divided on the Resolution 
for expelling Lord Cochrane—For the Ex- 
pulsion, 140—Avai: st if, 44—Majority. 96, 
LIST GF THE MINORITY 
Atheriey, A. Moore, P. 
Alfan, G. Martian, J, 
Brand, Hon. T. Nugent, Ld. 
Bennet, Hen. H. Newman, Rt. 
Brydges, Sir E. Ossulston, Ld, 
Barham, §. Power, R. 
Burdett, Sir F. Ponsonby, Rt. Hon. G; 
Burrel, Hen, P. Russell, Lord Win. 
Butterworth, Jos, Richards, Rt. 
Challoner, R. Rancltiff, Lord 
Ebrington, Visc, Rashleigh, Wm. 
Flood, Sir PF. Ridley, Sir M, 
Grant, Ch. sen, Smith, Wm. ' 
Grant, J. P. Simpson, G. 
Gaskell, B. Tavistock, Marg. of 
Hughes, W. Whitbread, Sam. ~ 
Lainbion, J. Williams, Sir R. 





Mr. Brann observed that he always had 


Lloyd, H. Western, C. 
Mentgomery, Sir H. Wordey, 8. 
Mills, Rt. TELLERS. 
Maddox, Wm. Lord A. Hamilton 
Macginnis, -— A. Brown.’ - 


Mildmay, Sir H. 
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[The great length of the Debate renders it 




































